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DETAILED ACTION 
information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 1 2/1 2/2003 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; 
each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and 
all other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in 
the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 45, 49, 54-60, 65-68, 70-71 , and 73-78 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wildman et al [US. 6,727,818]. 

In claim 45, Wildman et al disclose a method for a computer system 
comprising receiving identifications over time, each identification indicating a 
person carrying a badge 1 12 is detected in proximity to a place or a thing 
(equipment badge 113; sensors ID 108, 118, 119, 121; fig. 1); making a log of 
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some identifications (Table 1, col. 23); running a pattern recognition on the log 
which recognizes an event (determine hand or equipment has not been washed); 
and notifying a person of the event (abstract; col. 3, line 36- col. 5, line 3; col. 8, 
line 4 -col. 9, line 36). 

In claim 49, Wildman et al disclose determining and reminding the person 
if he left a first place (contamination zone) and did not stop at a second place 
(washing station) (figure 6). 

In claims 54 and 55, Wildman et al disclose the log includes a timestamp 
for some of the identifications (Table 1, col. 23) and the pattern recognition 
algorithm operates based on identification timestamps (fig. 6). 

In claims 56 and 57, Wildman et al disclose a first computer (badge 112) 
worn by a first person provides the identifications, the event indicates the status 
of the first person (compliance, not compliance) and a second person (at master 
station or at various locations in the facility) is notified of the status of the first 
person (col. 8, lines 46-60; col. 24, line 66- col. 25, line 26). 

In claims 58-60, Wildman et al disclose receiving the identification is 
performed by a plurality of second computers (sensors 108, 1 18, 1 19, 121) 
located within the first person environment, a third computer 129 at the master 
station notifying the second person and running the pattern recognition algorithm 
(figs. 1 and 14). 

In claim 65, Wildman et al disclose issuing timestamp-identification pairs 
(badge ID - sensor ID; Table 1, col. 23); claim 65 is rejected with the same 
reason as the rejection of claim 45. 
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In claims 66-68 and 70, Wildman et al disclose a method of monitoring a 
first person (caregiver) by a second person (personnel at master station) 
comprising receiving ID at proximity, making a log with timestamps for some ID, 
running pattern recognition and notifying a second person of the event; the ID is 
received from a computer worn by a first person and from a plurality of 
computers (sensors) located at various places within the environment for the first 
person (figs. 1 , 6; Table 1 , col. 23). 

4. Claims 71 , 73-78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Colston [US. 2003/0204130]. 

In claim 71 , Colston teaches a computer for use in a computing system, 
comprising: a wireless detector (100, 10) for receiving identifications indicating 
detection of proximity to a place or a thing (20), a central storage and processing 
unit (16) storing a log of selected identifications and evaluating the log for event 
recognition ([0025]; fig. 1 ) 

In claims 73 and 78, Colston teaches wireless and wired communications 
between plural mobile devices and networks, in a surveillance system of the type 
taught by Colston (outbreak disease) notifying the status of a person 
(contagious) to another person (doctor) or to another computer upon recognizing 
an event is inherent (fig. 4, [0032]). 

In claims 74 and 76, Colston teaches the log includes a timestamp for the 
identifications and the pattern recognition operates based on timestamps 
([0029]). 
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In claim 77, the central processing unit of Colston is a laptop, PDA or cell 
phone therefore input and output devices coupled thereto is inherent ([0025]- 
[0027]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 46 and 84-87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wildman et al. 

In claim 46, Wildman et al disclose running the pattern recognition to 
determine and notify a person that left a particular place without washing his 
hands (signal by the portable dispenser not being used, the portable dispenser 
250 with badge 1 13 is particularly assigned to the person; col. 7, line 55 - col. 8, 
line 3). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made a computer can be programmed to run particular 
application by a designer based on user demand (for example the dispenser can 
be programmed to signal the master station when the person left a particular 
place without the dispenser). 

In claims 84-87, although Wildman et al does not disclose a computer 
code to implement the method of claims 45, 65 and 66; it would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
a computer code must be implemented to realize a method in a computing 
system. 

7. Claims 50-53, 61 -64, 69 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wildman et al in view of Colston. 

In claim 50, Wildman et al does not specify downloading a pattern for the 
pattern recognition algorithm, Colston teaches a method for a computer system 
for proximity downloading identification and pattern (duration and degree of 
proximity of personal apparatus identification badges 10 and 20) for the pattern 
recognition algorithm (fig. 1 ; [0025], [0029]). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to use the identification badge as taught by Colston 
in Wildman et al system to provide mobility and effectiveness in pattern 
recognition and signaling since a completed computer controlled function is 
resided in each personal apparatus. 

In claim 51 , Colston teaches the identifications are received by a mobile 
computer and occasionally transferring the identifications to a based computer 
([0011], [0027]). 

In claims 52-53, Wildman et al and Colston disclose active pattern 
recognition and it would have been obvious in computer system, the pattern 
recognition algorithms can be modified in response to certain event based on 
designer choice to adapt to the need of the user. 

In claims 61 and 69, Colston teaches the first computer (10) receives 
identifications ([0011], [0025]). 
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In claim 62-63, Wildman et al disclose the second computers provide the 
identifications (sensors 108, 118, 119, 121 sending to the master station their 
own ID with the caregiver ID and compliance signal; Table 1 , col. 23). 

In claim 64, Colston teaches the first computer is capable of running the 
pattern recognition algorithm (collectively analyzing downloaded proximity data 
received from each of the plurality of apparatus (mobile proximity data 10; fig. 1; 
[0011]). 

In claim 72, Colston teaches notifying a person of an event ([0025]), 
Wildman et al disclose reminding a person of an event (col. 8, line 4-col. 5, line 

36). 

8. Claims 79-83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wildman et al in view of Stilp [US. 2001/0040512]. 

In claim 79, Wildman et al fail to disclose detail structure of plural 
computers in the computing system. Stilp teaches a monitoring system 
comprising a plurality of proximity detectors (RFID reader 200) installed at plural 
locations within an institution, each detector (reader) comprises a set of software 
logic resided in a processor and a memory for performing controller function 
(processing, determination, command, communication and alert indication), 
therefore the detector is inherently a computer; the controller functions arbitrate 
among themselves to determine which controller function shall be the master 
controller for a given period of time ([0071]-[0083]). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement the computer controller function of Stilp to the proximity sensor in 



Application/Control Number: 10/734,444 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2636 

Wildman et al system to have a distributed controlling over the institution to 
provide the user a reliable and effective monitoring system. 

In claims 80-83, Wildman et al (figs. 1,6, 14; table 1, col. 23) and Stllp 
[0083] system disclose at least one of the computer issues a reminder for a 
person or notifies a person the status of another person, recognizes an event 
based on timestamps for the identifications. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 47-48 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hines et al disclose a personal alarm monitor system. [US.2001/0040512] 
Pulkkinen et al disclose selectively monitoring activities in a tracking environment. 
[US. 2003/0227386] 

Greenberger discloses a school security method. [US. 2004/0145475] 
Wildman et al disclose article locating and tracking. [US. 2005/0035862] 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Anne V. Lai whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2974. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm, 
Monday to Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Hofsass Jeffery can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 




A. V. Lai 
May 19, 2005 



